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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
1. Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

As per claims 1-7, the phrase "method for calculating the position of a mobile terminal" 
should be "method for determining the position of a mobile terminal" to be more technically 
correct. 

As per claims 1, 8 and 17, the phrase "being transmitted and/or received on channels" 
(claims 1 and 8) and "being transmitted/received on channels (claim 18) in the preamble of these 
claims are technically unclear. Firstly, the alternative expression "and/or" is vague and 
indefinite. Further, it is unclear as to the location of these channels. Are they within the base 
stations or within the mobile terminal? It is suggested to delete the aforementioned phrases to 
rectify the problem. Moreover, the phrases "on channels" on line 7 of claim 1 and line 8 of claim 
8, and "on the channels" on lines 6 and 8 of both claims 2 and 9 and line 8 of claim 17 should be 
deleted respectively as the result of the above suggestion. Furthermore, it is unclear as to how 
"whether or not the mobile terminal is located in close proximity to a base station" is being 
determined. It is suggested to change "the step (or unit) for determining if the mobile terminal is 
located in close proximity to a base station" to "the step (or unit) for determining if the mobile 
terminal is located in close proximity to a base station based upon the measured differences". 
Still further, it is also unclear as to what is considered as "a common formula" recited in these 
claims. It is suggested to change it to "trilateration formula". Finally, there is no clear recitation 
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in these claims as to how the position of the mobile terminal is being calculated when the mobile 
terminal is determined to be in close proximity to one of base stations. It is suggested to recite 
"calculating the position of the mobile terminal in close proximity to a base station without said 
trilateration formula if it is determined that said mobile terminal is in close proximity to one of 
said base stations" to rectify the aforementioned problem. 

As per claim 2, line 3, "determining" should be "said determining" in order to avoid the 
antecedent basis problem. Likewise, on line 17, "between base stations" should be "between said 
base stations". 

As per claims 5 and 14, both on line 7, the term "the maximum value" lacks proper 
antecedent basis and should be changed to "a maximum value". Further, on line 10 of claims 5, 
10 and 14, "received signal quality" should be "the received signal quality" in order to avoid the 
antecedent basis problem. 

As per claim 6, line 2, after "wherein", "calculating" should be "said calculating". 
Further, the phrase "with the position of said mobile terminal" on lines 6-7 of claim 6 and lines 
5-6 of claim 15 should be "as the position of said mobile terminal". 

As per claim 7, line 6 and claim 16, line 5, the phrase "may be positioned" is vague and 
indefinite and should be changed to "is positioned". 

As per claim 8, the preamble is directed to a system and yet the recitation in the body of 
the claim is directed to method steps. Further, on line 7, "radio signals" should be "said radio 
signals" in order to avoid the antecedent basis problem. Finally, the phrase "by the common 
formulaor calculated to be in close proximity to a base station" on lines 23-24 is contextually 
unclear and should be changed to "by said trilateration formula or calculated without said 
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trilateration formula when in close proximity to a base station" as the result of the suggestion 
made in the above paragraph. 

As per claim 9, "base stations" on lines 16 and 21-22 should be "said base stations" to 
avoid the antecedent basis problem. 

As per claim 17, line 18, the word "may" is vague and indefinite and should be deleted. 
On line 23, after "calculated", the phrase "without said trilateration formula" should be inserted 
as the result of the suggestion made in the above paragraph. Finally, "a common formula" on 
lines 27-28 should be "said trilateration formula". 

Claims that have not been specifically indicated are rejected for incorporating the above 
errors from their respective parent claims by dependency. 

2. Claims 1-17 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

3. The references are cited to show the related system(s). Applicant(s) should consider them 
carefully when responding to the current office action. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gary Chin whose telephone number is (571) 272-6959. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00 AM to 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas G. Black can be reached on (571) 272-6956. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

*** 




GARY CHIN 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



